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Docket No. F-8698 Ser. No. 10/550,126 

Interview Request Continuation Sheet 

Re: Claim 25-28, and 38-41. 

Rach of the claims is directed to a situation when the activated operating 
section corresponds to the presently opened window and requires thai a certain 
function be performed in response to the activation of the section. The rejection of 
independent claim 23 interprets operating sections corresponding to windows as 
prior, currcni, and next windows (pg. 5) which have corresponding buttons 1 , 2 and 
5. See OA pg 3. paragraph c. With regard to each of the noted dahns. 25-28, and 
38-41, ihe rejection cites buttons used by Opera, i.e., buttons 3, F2. F4 and an 
unknown button for "Access active bookmark folder" to effect a function listed 
which the Examiner considers to correspond to a function of the given claim. None 
of the ciied buttons is an activated operating section that corresponds to the presently 
opened window . 

It is submitted that regardless of how the Examiner is intcrprtting what 
constitutes buttons corresponding to windows, the rejection cannot be sustained 
because none of the buttons cited in the rejections corresponds to any of buttons 1 , 
2 and 5choscn as the corresponding buttons in the rejection of the independent 
claims. 

Re claim 48. 

Claim 48 recites: 

each of the operating sections on the remote controller fixedly 
corresponds to one of the windows such that correspondence between 
operating sections and the windows remains the same after the 
execution of the step of switching. 
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Docket No. F-8698 Ser. No. 10/550,1 26 

Inierview Request Continuation Sheet 

It is submitted that the Examiner's interpretation is inconsistent with the claim 
language. The rejection chooses to interpret Opera buttons corresponding to 
"previous, next ajid current" as ihe operating sections corresponding to windows. It 
is clear that the windows associated with the named operating scctiotis, i.e. buttons^ 
of Opera do not remain the same after the corresponding button is pressed. While the 
names "previous" ^^next" and "cuixent" may be the same, the window that appears 
when these keys are repeatedly pressed does not remain the same. Hence, claim 48 
is submitted as cicarly not being anticipated. 

Rc: Independent Claims 23 and 37. 

If required, claim language will be discussed to effect what the lixaminer v^ll 
consider as relating correspondtmce between operating sections and windows and 
assigned content of windows. 
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